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precedents of great value. It is in consideration of this pro- 
cedure that Mr. Fletcher's book is most helpful for study as well 
as for reference. His laborious statements, his many citations, 
his useful forms and his orderly arrangement are valuable for 
study and for reference. 



The Alaska-Can^ada Boundaey Dispute Under the Anglo- 
EussiAN Treaty of 1825; the Eussian- American 
Alaskan Treaty of 1867; and the Anglo-American 
Conventions op 1893, 1894 and 1897. An Historical and 
Legal Eeview. By Thomas Hodgins, M. A., one of His 
Majesty's Counsel and sometime Scholar in Civil Polity and 
History in the University of Toronto. Pp. 26. Toronto: 
Wm. Tyrrell & Co. ; Wm. Briggs. 1903. 

Mr. Hodgins here presents a very timely history of the Alas- 
ka-Canada boundary dispute from the Canadian point of view. 
His proposition is briefly this : By the Anglo-Russian treaty of 
1825, wherever the summits of the mountains should prove over 
ten marine leagues from the ocean, the limit of Eussian posses- 
sion (to which the United States has succeeded) was to be marked 
"by a line parallel to the windings of the coast and which should 
never exceed the distance of ten marine leagues therefrom." The 
use of the word "ocean," Mr. Hodgins says, is important, in 
view of the fact that the draft for the treaty contained the word 
sea instead of ocean. The coast of the ocean is very diiferent 
from the coast of the sea. The coast of the ocean does not fol- 
low the meanders of the shores of territorial waters, but follows 
a line from headland to headland. Such is the only line from 
which to measure the ten marine leagues inland consistently 
with the remainder of the treaty of 1825. 

The Hon. John W. Poster has reached a very different con- 
clusion from Mr. Hodgins's. He concludes that "Eussia was to 
have a continuous strip of territory on the mainland around all 
inlets or arms of the sea, and that the boundary line was not to 
cross, as claimed by Great Britain, such inlets or arms of the sea 
at the distance of ten marine leagues from the coast line of the 
Pacific Ocean" (National Geographic Magazine. Nov., 1899). 

If sea in a draft was changed to ocean in the treaty, there 
has likewise been a change on the other side to offset it. Can- 
ada has changed to the present "headland" claim, from an atti- 
tude of Great Britain in 1857 acknowledging the entire American 
claim as asserted to-day (see Map of Hudson Bay Company 
ordered printed by the House of Commons, 1857). 

Says Mr. Hodgins : "Diplomacy has failed to settle this bound- 
ary controversy, because it proposed what ex-President Cleve- 
land has denounced in another case as 'extensive spoliation.' " 

The two claims are diametrically opposed. It is for Sie 



248 BOOK REVIEWS. 

recently appointed Alaskan Boundary Commission under the 
Alaska Boundary Treaty to decide which side intended the spoli- 
ation. But whatever be the event in that tribunal, the pamphlet 
under review is none the less a scholarly presentation of the 
Canadian claim. J. 0. K. 



Pbppbe and Lewis' New Digest. A Digest of the Laws of 
Pennsylvania from 1897-1901, annotated by Notes and Eefer- 
ences to the Decisions bearing thereon together with tables of 
the Sections of the Constitution and of Acts cited and con- 
strued in cases reported since 1897, and of the Acts amended, 
repealed, etc., during 1899 and 1901, being a Supplement to 
"Pepper and Lewis' Digest." By George Whakton" Pepper, 
A. B., LL. B., of the Philadelphia bar, Professor of Law in the 
University of Pennsylvania, and William Dkapee Lewis, 
LL. B., Ph. D., of the Philadelphia Bar, Dean of the Faculty 
of Law in the University of Pennsylvania. Vol. IV, cols, 
ccliii + 1216. Philadelphia : T. & J. W. Johnson & Co. 1903. 

With the present volume this admirable digest of the laws of 
Pennsylvania has been brought as nearly to date as is compatible 
with that elaborate and exhaustive plan which in the original 
work and in the first supplement volume has proved so acceptable 
to the busy practitioner. The digest of the laws passed during 
the sessions of 1899 and 1901 arranged alphabetically under 
appropriate titles is annotated by notes and references to the 
decisions bearing thereon. This digest is prefaced by five lists, 
the value of which, for purposes of rapid yet exhaustive search 
into the present state of the law, can be appreciated by a 
reference to their titles. These are: A list of Sections of the 
Constitution and Acts of Assembly cited and construed in 
cases reported since 1897; a list of acts amended during the 
sessions of 1899 and 1901; a list of acts repealed during the 
sessions of 1899 and 1901; a list of acts expressly saved from 
repeal, or not affected during the sessions of 1899 and 1901 ; and 
a list of acts extended during the sessions of 1899 and 1901. 

The "list of Sections of the Constitution cited and construed 
in cases reported since 1897," is a new feature which should 
prove of great working value. 

To the previously mentioned digest and lists are added a list 
of cases cited and an index, which embrace volumes three and 
four, thereby making the two supplement volumes as one. 

The black letter headings are more numerous, the type is 
more legible, than in previous volumes. 

This volume, to our minds, not only sustains the value of the 
original work by bringing it down to date, but by its added 
features and admirable system of cross-references greatly en- 
hances the value of the previously published volumes. 

J. G. E. 



